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Comments In Response to Localism Notice of PropOsed Rulemaking {\ &.\\\5\le
MB Docket No. (t4.:233 \\ece\\le r .... ,

I submit the following comments in response to the localism Notice of ProposedRuI.a (~e
-NPRMj. released Jan. 24. 2008. in MB Docket No. 04-233. W\a\\ f\OOm

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures mustnot violate rust Amendment rights.ffb~rof
proposals discussed in the NPRM, ifenacted. would do so- and muSt not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not foICe radio stations. especially religious broadcasters. to take advice from
people who do not share theirvafues. The NPRM's proposed advisory boardproposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those whodon't share their
values could face Increased harassment, oompJain~ 8I\d even lossof license for choosing to follow their own
consciences. rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape tileir programmfng. The FltSt
Amendment probibits government. incIutflllg the FCC, fromdicfating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do80-even ifa religlQus broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message detivery
mandateson any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force mvelation of~ editoriat decision-rnaklng infonnation. The choice
ofprogramming. especially rellglous programming, is not properly dictated by anygovernment agenty - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs woutd intrude on
constitulionally-prolected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal syst~ in which certain licensees would be
automaticallyJlaJred from routine renewalapplication proc:essing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review ofcerta\n classes ofapplicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
reUglous broadcasters. Thosewho stay true to theirconsciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long. expensiveand potentially ruinous renewaf proceedings;

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operateon tight budgets. as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is'often a ch2Uenge. Yet. th& CommisSion proposes to further
squeeze nicheand smaUer market broadcasters. by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staffpresence Whenever a station ison the airand. (b) by further reslticting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals wouldforce service cutbacks - and curtaned service is contrary to the
public interest

VVe urge theFCC not to adopt rules. procedures or poJicies discussed above.
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J submit the {ollqwing c.omm~nts in [~sI?Qn,s~e,t~ iUte~g~ali~1!I No~c~ of f.'ropos~d.~ulemaking (the Om

"NPRM") released Jan. 24' '2008 infNIIB -ooc~etlNo:t04~2a~~\<I3'\.IfY', .... j",Oll13 ~E,""t.,1\' ,:' _,f. , "
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, ' : ", '.AQY n~W'i=cq llJlesJ)c#,i.9!es 9r.pr09~~~)!e~TI:i'Q~ltnbf.vi6~te Fi!~fA'?fi~nllniEmf'Eig~~~:: Anumb'er bf
pr?PO~aIS'dr~r:u~sediN tli~'NP~~~, if~~~~t~~~~~~~~,\ldo'~!>~~;a~\m~f~L~~~:~~e~aq~~,t~?t~l~,;~;\ ':11,1'''';1, \ .. ' ~
(1) 'The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
pE!Ople wno~do Qot share their/v!irU~$: The NPRM's pmposed advis.ory board proposals would impose such
fJnconstifuti~nal11]an~§It~s.! 'ReIiS~~u.s' bro~dcasters who~esi~t'a~vice ft~m thOSE! w~o ,don't':;hare their
values could fa~eingreased haras!ir:nent, complaints and eveJ:1 '(oss'bf license for c.hobsing to follow their owl\.
consciences,-rather than'allowing irioOinpatibleviewpoirifs to~shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
partiCUlarly a religious broadcaster, must present. .
(2) The FCC must n~t turn every radio .station into aJ~lJblic forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access reqUirements ,#ould do so..:. even if a'religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandate~. o,n any religion.

. . '.. ·~Y·. - ;.' .: ". •• : "

('3)' The FCC 'IT!U~t rlo~ f~rce revelation of specific editorial aecision-making inforriJation. The choice
Qf program~irig, ~~p~ci~IIY rel~ib~s, ~rogr~mmin$, is..~riot prop'er,ly ~~c!at~d by, a~f~?"~rn~ent agency - and,
proposals to.force fepol1lJi)g 6n 'screii things as who'produced 'WHat programs Would' IntrilCie on
constitutionally-proteetededi~orfalchoiees. ", . " " ~ "'!!, ".,-", ",.",

,.' I i ,_:~"';~~ ir ': I . .:":.l"'"-:' .5{ ' , . .t.... 'J: -, : rl::~ ..' ~.. ,'! .:.(t

<1L >("'.,' ",~ T~T:,~9C lJIust no~ es,~C!.9!is~,!1l •.,twp:tier;edl~l}.ewat~~s~E!/l1 in ~hich ~ery~in.!icensees would be
, autdmat~~,aliy.~~r~~~ t9 tLlf~~~~al'~~!rcf~;6t&'cf~ls'tt~l ~'Ft~ pr0p'o:se~ ma!)d~tory ~pecial renewal
review of c;~a{;iin'6Ias~e's p~jj1Sarnts''by tfre~CS~r'hni~gl~ers·thelil1selves~Uld·,ali1otlKfto'coerbJon'of' ,
relig,iQ\Js. ~r~C\9G.~~t~[l?,.,. T~~lile ~~q'~~~y" tr!Je.~!JJlfek: l~t'Jces:'alild present only the messages they
corresponq t~J~~ir ~beliefS'Cd,tll~:f~,ge~ I~h~~, e)(p~~~J.. .'. :i ~p~t~-:nJi~!~ ~uinQ~s.~~~~W~I. ~r~c7~?,ings. ,

(5) • Many Chri~tian broadcasters operat,e on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche an<;lS'maller market broadcaste'rs,"bY'substaritiall{raising costs in, two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence w'"'e.never a stati<:>-1iI is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs·,with'these propoS~I~'wa.uld felice, seWieecuU>acks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
pUblic interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or I1lQlieies discussea above.
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I submit the following comments in res~onse to the Localism Notice of Proposed RJfe'maRiVl.!i~me,) ,
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. ' , ",

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station 'into a pUblic ~rum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do,so.,.. even if a religiolJs broadcaster
conscientiously objects to 'the messag~. The First Ame'ndment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion. .

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision~making information. The choice
of pr(i)gramming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced What programs would intrude on
constitutionally~protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The prClposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
,r~1i9!q4l? !>roa.q~,s~ers. Those who stay true to their consciences ,and present only the messages they

~·:oo.r.r.esttOili:J .t8.theij:·beliefs"eould~face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity floWing is oft~n a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
:squeeze.niChe.and·smallel"'market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b)'bY·1Urttaer r.esJliming.main.studio loeation choises.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
pubJ!~ interest...
.We urge the-FCC AOt-to adopt rqles, procedures or poltci~ ~i~~~ t:Jbove.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking Received R, /IV r ':lcf-ed
MB Docket No. 04-233 ' ,C ,J l; •

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (ttl/tR 2620DS
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. Fe.'" " ..,.,'

V ~ll'- .. ,',.' ~ ~1
Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of ", •'- ~'. I

proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a pul;)lic forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
cons~it~tio'nally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
revi~w of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. -those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5)' Many Christian broadcasters' operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze riicheand smaller market broadcasters, by subs~tiellyraising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) oy'furth'er' restricting main stadio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
pub'lie interest.
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We urge the FCC nof to adopfrules, procedures or polici'SS'"discussed above.
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March 16, 2008

The Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 12~ Street, SW
Washington, DC 20554

Attn: Chief, Media Bureau

RE: MB Docket No. 04-233

I feel you are violating my First Amendment by your
proposals. I choose Christian Radio and don't
enjoy secular broadcasting.

You would be coercing Christian broadcasters as
well as forcing service cutbacks and curtailing
service whose programming listeners as myself so
desperately need.

Sincerely,

~~~
I.,.' ,it; ,~~~~.lF ~~C10u:x .

. ,~: " "j~i21'5 :w'; st,eve~:so;n Pler Road
"~--"'~. --'--.-' sbrrg~on -Bay, WI 54235



March 19,2008

Marlene H. Dortch, Esq., Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 Twelfth Street, SW
Washington, DC 20554

Re: Broadcast Localism Proceeding
MB Docket No. 04-233

Dear Ms. Dortch:

Received & \nspected

HAil 26 ZOG8

, "" "

WNGM AM 1230 has been operating in the Hiawassee, Georgia community for nearly two years.
In that time, the Station has devoted countless resources to serving our local community. Our Station
participates in our community, and understands the needs of our community, not because of government
mandates but because th;e Station cares about our commuillty and serving the public interest. I write today
to object to the burdensome and unnecessary proposals contained in the Commission's Broadcast Localism
proee.edipg; ,Eac~ oftheproposals in the proceeding is addressed separately below.

" l' Communications Between ;Licensees·andTheirCemm:unities .

More than 25 years ago, the FCC abandoned its misguided "ascertainment" requirements, when it
correctly concluded that market forces, rather than government mandates, may be relied upon to ensure that
broadcasters air programming that is responsive to the needs and interests of their communities. Nothing
has changed in those 25 years that should make the FCC reach a different conclusion now. If anything,
broadcasters today face far more competition, from satellite radio and TV, cable, the Internet, and iPods, to
such an extent that market forces virtually ensure that broadcasters air responsive programming. We know
full well how important it is to adcl:£ess~the neeas'a,nd ihlerests <!>f the:people' 'in our communities. Ifwe
don't address.-thtifse..Reed§,:ha iliteI6~' ,*t!;'Kh~w:'ilinrmatketr·fC!)t¢bS' Wi1Jf;'i:1fife IlSteners'and viewers
elsewhere. Government mandates will not chaIige that equatien, except to make it far more difficult and
expensive to be a good broadcaster.

Accordingly, this Station 0pposes any reinstatement of the formal ascertainment process or the
mandatory creation of advisory boards. The quarterly issues/programs list requirement, coupled with
Commission review as necessary and public input at renewal time, has worked adequately over the past 25
years. The potential benefits, ifany, ofthese unfunded mandatory proposals are severely outweighed by the
costs involved. Instead, broadcasters should be given'the flexibility, in their important role as stewards of
the broadc'ast airwaves, to :comm:ul1ti.eatewith~th.eir:.eobl.il1U1iiti'es!4t:amanner that best suits the station and
the community.
Remote ,Station.Qneration

,.,j'

For many years, broadcasters have be.en afforded the flexibility to operate without station personnel
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I .' ~ :

;

present at or near transmission facilities. This has been particularly important in emergency situations,
where broadcaster resources may need to be devoted elsewhere. This Station opposes any efforts to remove
the flexibility that the Commission has wisely proVided to br~adcasters. Many broadcasters simply cannot
afford to stafftheir facility during all hours ofoperation and may be forced to shut down, which would be
an extreme disservice to the public. Other broadcasters have invested thousands ofdollars in technology
to be sure we are immediately notified of anyon-air problems. We do not believe the Commission
should nullify those investments and require us to make even more expenditures for unneeded personnel

Main Studio Ru1e

Similarly, this Station opposes any restrictions to the main studio rule. For many years, stations
have been given the choice as to where to locate their main studio in the communities they serve. Due to
variations in topography, and in order to address the needs of the various communities they serve,
broadcasters have been able to rely on the flexible approach the FCC has adopted. No changes to this
flexible approach are necessary or warranted.

Voice-Tracking and National Playlists

This Station opposes any Commission regulation that would restrict the practice of voice-tracking.
Voice-tracking can be a useful tool for smaller broadcasters to bring popular non-local talent to the local
airwaves, as a benefit to their communities. Any restriction on this ability would be a disservice to the
public, and any disclosure requirements potentially wou1d infringe the First Amendment rights of
broadcasters. Similarly, station playlists are a matter of licensees' discretion, and are tailored to serve the
tastes ofthe communities they serve. The Commission is prohibited by statute from regulating the content
of broadcast material, and shou1d not encroach on. the editorial freedoms broadcasters ergoy under the First
Amendment.

License Renewal Procedures

Finally, the Commission has proposed the 8doption of quotas for local programming. Such a
proposal raises serious First Amendment concerns for broadcasters. Therefore, this Station opposes any
f?ioy~~~nt m~~t~~o in 1p.e :(~pn .w: ~UQ~, .0Jj ;~Decific ~jnim~.h~~ ?f local programming.
~t~4t~~riS~~~W~ I '~.' .2}~i~e ~J~al!!~~~~r~~~~~~~n;t1~!~aw .~e;.needs.,~d
l1it~~eir c(:)c ''';c,', '~S;' 'are.,,'", ~ "'the, 15e§,iff Jllos.d['o.n"e~ ,trefemnne nowTeSr'to proVlde responsIve
programming, including local programming; and to allocate their resources accordingly. Broadcasters need
the flexibility that is built into the current system. It is this flexibility that allows us to provide
programming that best serves the public interest.

Respectfully,

, WNG Station Manager
101 SI}l(tb M;~inBtref;lt, Suite 6, Hiawassee, Ga. 30546

, (706) 8!)'ti~1280'Pbone (706) 896-1784 Fax



March 16, 2008

The Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
44512th St, SW
Washington, DC 20554

RE: MB Docket No. 04-233

Attn: Chief, Media Bureau

Received & Inspected

MAR 257.QM
FCC Mall Room

I listen to Christian radio and I believe that you would be
violating the First;Amendment by your proposal. I do not want to
be forced to listen to secl,Jlar broadcasting.

You would be coercing Christian·broadcasters to air programming
that we the listeners do not want to hear, nor agree with. I do
not believe this would benefit anyo,ne except the FCC. This
amendment is not i,n the best ;'nter.est of Christian radio stations
or their listeners, you are VIOLATING our First Amendment.

Sincerely,

Crystal Willmin9
2568 Cty C
Brussels, WI 54204
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Comments in' 'Resp:onse to Localism t,&dtic~,of J),ropcisedt'Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

I submit the followililg G,Omments in ~$P~ri~t! 't~tne Localism Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking (the "NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, polieies orproQ,eduJ:es,must not;violate First Amendment rights. A
number of proposals discussed in- the.NPRM,ifi enac1:ed, would do so - and must not be adopted.

-.,J,.

(1) The ,FCC must not forGe radio stations, espeeially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share U!eir,vaIlJes. The NPRM's proposed adVisory bOClrd proposals would
impose such unconstitutior;Jal mandate~, ,Religious broadeasters who resist advice from those
who don't share their values ~uld',~iiiitGreased hara~sment, complaints and even loss of
license for choosing to follow {Iileir o~· ·~e)lSGje,Q~, raTher than allowing ineompatible Viewpoints
to shape their programmil19. :rhe.Fi~t .wn~fldi'iJierif prof:tibitslgovemment, inclUding the FCC,
from dictating what viewpo~n~'a- ~roadc.aster, partieularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not furii every racifostation intoapublic, forum where anyone and everyone
has rights to air time. Proposed p~bJic ~ccess reqUirements would do so - even if a religious
aroadcaster colJscientipus!Y- objeqts· to, the meSsage. The FirstAmendment forbids impasition of
message delivery mandatE!~ 01) aiilY religion.

{- "
'," 1(,'

(3) The FCC must not force revelation ofs~ificeditorial depision-making information. The
choice of programming, e~pecially religil')liIs p~r:amming. is AOt properly dictated by any
government agency - and proposals toJQrCfi!' r.eperqng on sUQh things as who produced what
programs would intrude on constitutiom~Jly-proteeted editorial choices.

, (4) The, FCC must not estqblish atwo-tt~fi .re.ii1,eW~1 system!n which certain licensees would be
~,t1tOf:T\~~~'jy:baft~: frr,lm ~lJtilJ., "; ~!,p~sing. The prqposed mandatory
,~.B~"~i~l,te;~ ' ",af: ojfLL , " ,F\~~1t!m~oC?~misSjp~Fe~:tA.e!TIselves would

'~'~l(J~~l1te.r_e ': :ell~!~I!Il?lb, ~st~~.r:l i I~$I~\Wf,j(i)1s.taYjtii1:ie'to·thellr~~s~lence~ and
p"/ieserU only th'EMnessages -they'cer:res~nd 'to fheir~lileli~fSto;;oul~.nace long, expensive and
potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

", : Date:"

(5) Many'Christian broadcasters operate on tiglilt budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. ~eeping ,the-electricity f1~Win~ !s,o~erl'~re~a!lengli!. Yet, 'the Commission proposes to
furn:her sq~eeze: niche;'and Sfl1a"er~malik~t:b~~'d~s~~rS~~f:jy.~substantia"y raising costs in two ways:
(a) by requiring staff presen§elwhl!r:Jev!=tri:~·~teiliii5h is en·1tu!~;'iJi~and •.~b> by further restricting main
studio location Q~oices. Ra~ing,~§Is 'Wlth t~lse ~r;QPosa!Stwalilfd foree service cutbacks - and
(turtaiJed ser.vice,is contrarY<la tfie :pUb!lblimt~r,est. . , , .,

\ t-' iI' " " ~.

~ ~'*1i!¢§1!)qw~ at'fCi)tad.j.P.[0~· '~-'~ '!iln '~Ii~i~~ Bi1~jlra~Me. ';.,-- ~~i.~~· .. ,~~~. - .,,;. .....,..~:: .:~ ~ ", ~ ,Jji:.. ,-- "~ ',:- ,,~':r-~ ~'. ~ .' -- ' '" .... ' . ,

'j,W;_~
V·Signature

" ';:'~. ~c~,
- ~~ .'

.'••••[2iL



'l' ....

. - -,
, "

J

(1) The FCC must not force radio. stations, especially religi04s broadcasters, to take ad~ice from
people who do not share their values; ,The NP:R,M',s.,j:>.repas·ed~adviseliY:board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. R(;!ligiOl!Il:j.,braat;/qasfer.; who resist advice from those
who don't share their value~ ceuldlJface jncreased"'hara~sntent, comRlaints and even loss of
license for choosing to follow their own ~nSGieA~,rather~~halil aI/oWing incompatible viewpoints
to shape their programming. The·First AmeAdmehtprohibits 'government, including the FCC,
from dictating what viewpoiAts a broadcaster, :particulany.~,reljgious Qroadcast~(, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio ~tation. into ~pllbliGrfoFUm where anyoRe and everyone
has rights to air time. Propased ptlblic a~ss.~reqiJirenieta,t§ would do so - even if a r.eligious
broadcaster conscientiously..objeets fa tIiIe"message: The'Fir.stAmendment forbids imposition of
message delivery mandates On' ·a~y~religion.. . " '

_, ~ _. l._.

(3) The' FCC mu.st not-force ~evelatiol1 c;lf.s~ifi~, editoljiC!tc;je~ision-rnaking information. The
choice Of.pfOg~mming; esp'ecjally,;rengieus progtammili1g~:i~ riot·proper:ty dictate9 by any. . _
government agency - and proposals to force, re~orti!i1g qn s!:Ieh '~iAgS as who produced what
programs would intrude on .constitutionally-pro~~ted:edjtoriBl·Cheices.-

(4) The F~q must nQt~esta9lish a1wQ-tle,~,'~,; eW~.I,,~yst~m in Which certain licensees would be
ai!ifoRil~ti~I~{ba .~,~. . .• ilil~n ~1the)p'rqpQsed mandatory
$p'eGjWlre~aJ ".:b,YJ .Ril-mj~si(:m~r;s·'tbe.mselves would
amouFlfto',¢oe~, . _ .j~~d :. : ),~~. ~.w~~o,;S.·_ ~~tmJ'e to their conscie~ces and
present:only:t/<!'e lJIess~ges·tJ1'eY m;»rrespand to tf1i~lrbelle~ GOl;Ild face long, expensive and
potentially' ruinQu~renewaJ"procee.diJjlgs,·· : .; ~ ': " '.

(5) Many Christianbroadca~t~TS qperat~ on tight bUdg~ts, as do many smaller market secular
~\~tions. ~e~pili1{J. !the'.electlii~jtyflewing" i~~:~ft~t1"a~~'l~~le99~~ . y;t, th.e C0rT!":!ission prc;>poses to
fiiilther squ~ze '1iIIGh~laliltil sJiI1a:lI~r.mar:Rt\~{~~0,,~_d~S\~IjS,}~y.s,llIpstantl~lIy raising costs In two ways:
(a) by fequi.ring' staffpJresen~ whenever:a;~ta'tioh ·is~en me..~ir;andj .(b) by further restricting main
studio -location choi.Ces.. Ra(~ingl casts withtl1ese propo_sals would force service cutbacks - and
~.ur.tail_e(:ts~r:vj~ is~G.oli{tuaJY-tQ me pUblict~~e~t. _ ~. '.' "
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Comments in 'Response 'to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

Received & Ins
pec.ted

I1AR 26 2008
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I submit the following comments in response to- the Localism Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking (the "NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A
number of proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radip stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their vall:les. The'NPRM~s proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadca$ters who resist advice from those
who don't share their values could face, increased harassment, complaints and even loss of
license for choosing to follow their own consciences, FC!ther than allowing incompatible viewpoints
to shape their programming. The First Amendment prohibits·government, inclUding the FCC,
from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,particulalily.a religious broadcaster, must present.

_(2) The FCC ml:lst not tu.rn ~V!#ry radio I~tati~rit~intbl~ ·,p~blitHQrom·Where 'anycl~~·ariC!f')eve~pJje
has rights to air time. ProROsed public accessvrequirer:r)ents would do so - even if a religious
broadcaster conscientiously objects to the message. The FirstAmendment forbids imposition of
message delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The
choiCe of programming, eSJ:lecially religiaus programming, is AOt properly dictated by any
gov.emmemt agency'- aAd proposals to force rreporting on such things as who produced what
programs would ititrude on'constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

.' ;. ,
"-'Ir""'~--­. -:'..'~' .

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tieredrenew~1 system in which certain licensees would be
~I!I,' ., ly.b~~,¥S/!I"~~~reneW!=1ka~~~~QifJ~P~~~~iPg."t~e p~posedmandatory

" " , ~trevlew:,of ceiita/n· elasses af ap~b~r:J,1$·by·,tf:ie~o.IJiIr:rJlsslol1el1S..themselves would
~m~.~mlitckeee.,r~ii:m,~f,relig~'s;br~~dca~~ers: ·"FhQ.s~.'w~o·stay·wue to' their'~nscie~ces and
present only tI1e'[nessagestltA~y correspend to theIrbeliefs 'could face long, expensIve and
potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

.. -.. ' ... - ... -- .
" .- .' - -

(5) M.any Christian bl7oadca.sters qperat~ on tight budgets, as:do many sm~~er market seCular
statians. K¢epi",g..tlile el~G~ty f1e~in!1J~!~,aften a,~h~lIens.e; ~et, 'the Commi~sioli proposes to
fI:Ir;theps~l!I~zErn'iehe.~n~,*~II~ ~-,,\_. , ..ro,a~~~t~~~p¥~~bstalil~allY raiShilp costs!n .two w~ys:
(a) by req/i.unng s~1f'pr~s~nGe ~ " \sfati~ri)'~lsrg~{tIe al~·afld'I:(b)by furtJ;1er restricting main
studiolocatioi1 choices~ Raising aesiS., ) ',tIi!e~~,preRO~,151.Wel!.lld.;force service cutbacks - and
curtailed ser;vice is ooliltrary fo' the p,l,!Iblictil]te~s~. . :~:'.
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Comments in Response to Localism'Notice of Proposed Rulemaking . " /JGcted
MB Docket No. 04-233 f1AR 262008

I submit the following comments ih respotise'lathe Localism Notice of proposfcf.:c A/I
J

"
Rulemaking (the UNPRM~), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. / Ii (100m

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A
number of proposals discussed in the NPRM, ifenacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The .FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's propqsed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religiol:ls broadcasters who resist advice from those
who don't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of
license for choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than alloWing incompatible viewpoints
to shape their programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, inclUding the FCC,
from dictating what viewpoirnts a broadcaster, parti~ulady a religious broadcaster, must present.

~ ~ '~4~~

(2) The FCC niust not tum 'everYradiost'atib.n 'mto apliblic:tanim Where anyone and~everYon""Ef
has rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious
broadcaster conscientiously objects to tbe message: The FirstAmendment forbids imposition of
message delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The
choice of programming, especially religiaus progral1'!ming, is not properly dictated by any
government agency-..;. and proposals to force reparting On SUch things as who produced what
programs would intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) ,']jh~£<DG must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees w9!Jld be
fla~t~~t~ ;:'~C?W ~ati.~e~~~~~;evf,I;,~~ . ,. . ,p ~' illlq. T~e proposed mandatory
";~~~~~Il " ,:.. ';'~~ ~~!Q G~S~~t~':t~ '! • . }~~~ >. ~~rp'Jm?.s,o~er.s·tliJe!TI~e,ves' w9uld

a.~ol:lfilU " '"ete, ,relrglCl)l!Is breaJ:fca!?t~fS .. ~(i);se.w~a~s_~~\wueto:thelr cor:tscJe~ces and
present only the messages 'they correspll>nd'to their behefS' Geult::flfclce long, expensive and
potentially ruinous renewal -proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many slTi~lIer market secular
stations. Keeping"the electricity flowing is often a .challeog~: Yet, tfle Commission proposes to
furth~r squ~ze' niche and smaller mariket b~~p~.stersh~\~HIi>~ta.,ti~lIy raising costs .in .two w~ys:
(a) byreql:l,nng 'Staff. presen~'Wher:tever: a station IS oli'l,~e~lI~and:,j,~) by further restricting main
sttldio location choices. Raising costs witIir these proposalsJwQl:Jld~,force service cutbacks - and

,,' If.prtan~.;se~· ~e~Ql;J~IiGim ',' , . '
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March 19,2008

Marlene H. Dortch, Esq., Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 Twelfth Street, SW
Washington, DC 20554

Re: Broadcast Localism Proceeding
MB Docket No. 04-233

Dear Ms. Dortch:

. d & \nC'n~~+edRece\\lC ".',-'

t'f\R 2610G8

Station WTCQ-FM has been operating in our Vidalia, GA community for nearly 40 years. In that
time, the Station has devoted countless resources to serving our local community. Our Station participates in
our community, and understands the needs of our community, not because of government mandates but
because the Station cares about our community and serving the public interest I write today to object to the
burdensome and unnecessary proposals contained in the Commission's Broadcast Localism proceeding. Each
ofthe proposals in the proceeding are addressed separatelybelow.

Communications Between Licensees and Their Communities

More than 25 years ago, the FCC abandoned its misguided "ascertainmenf' requirements, when it
correctly concluded that market forces, rather than government mandates, may be relied upon to ensure that
broadcasters air programming that is responsive to the needs and interests oftheir communities. Nothing'has
changed in those 25 years that should make the FCC reach a different conclusion now. If anything,
broadcasters today face :far more competition, from satellite radio and TV, cable, the Internet, and iPods, to
such an extent that market forces virtually ensure that broadcasters air responsive programming. We know full
well how important it is to address the needs and interests of the people in our communities. If we don't
address those needs and interests, we know that market forces will drive listeners and viewers elsewhere.
Government mandates will not change that equation, except to make it:far more difficult and expensive to be a
good broadcaster.

Accol'~gly, thil; Station opposes any reinstatement of the formal ascertainment process or the
mandatory cre~OJ1 of ad~fJty boards. The Cpmrterly issh~PrognilbS" list requirement, coupled with
CQwn:tisllio!l.reView~as nec.es~8JY a,ng, publi~ inppflJt,r.e.new,a.1 thil-e:,hasc w'otked adequately over the ,past 25
years. The potential-benefits, if~y, ofthese UQfinidM ~aidd'ty,iProposals are severely outweighed by the
costs involved. Instead, broadcasters should be given the fleXloUiw; in their'important role as stewards ofthe
broadcast airwaves, to communicate with their communities in a manner that best suits the station and the
community.

9Sq GcQldi,eS97AM 101.7 FM
'Foday's Choice ,G.ooa:Tirlie-Oldi~~ Sweet Onion Country

~CQ ~OP ~M

"GEORGIA ASSOCIATION OF BROADCASTERS AWARDS WINNER"
, /. • J .- , ~



Remote Station Operation

For many years, broadcasters have been afforded the flexibility to operate without
station personnel present at or near transmission facilities. lbis has been particularly
important in emergency situations, where broadcaster resources may need to be devoted
elsewhere. This Station opposes any efforts to remove the flexibility that the Commission
has wisely provided to broadcasters. Many broadcasters simply cannot afford to stafftheir
facility during all hours ofoperation and may be forced to shut down, which would be an
extreme disservice to the public. Other broadcasters have invested thousands ofdollars in
technology to be sure we are immediately notified ofanyon-air problems. We don't
believe the Commission should nullify those investments and require us to make even
more expenditures for unneeded personnel

Main Studio Rule

Similarly, this Station opposes any restrictions to the main studio rule. For many
years, stations have been given the choice as to where to locate their main studio in the
communities they serve. Due to variations in topography, and in order to address the needs
of the various communities they serve, broadcasters have been able to rely on the flexible
approach the FCC has adopted No changes to this flexible approach are necessary or
warranted.

Voice-Tracking and National Playlists

lbis Station opposes any Commission regulation that would restrict the practice of
voice-tracking. Voice-tracking can be a useful tool for smaller broadcasters to bring popular
non-local talent to the local airwaves, as a benefit to their communities. Any restriction on
this ability would be a disservice to the public, and any disclosure requirements potentially
would infringe the First Amendment rights ofbroadcasters. Similarly, station playlists are
a matter oflicensees' discretion, and are tailored to serve the tastes ofthe communities they
serve. The Commission is prohibited by statute from regulating the content of broadcast
material, and should not encroach on the editorial freedoms broadcasters enjoy under the
First Amendment.

License Renewal Procedures

Finally, the Commission has proposed the adoption of quotas for local
programming. Such a proposal raises serious First Amendment concerns for broadcasters.
Therefore, this Station opposes any government mandates in the form of quotas or specific
minimum hours of local programming. Broadcasters who work and live in their local
communities, and who inherently know the needs and interests their communities, are in the
best position to determine how best to provide responsive programming, including local
programming, and to allocate their resources accordingly. Broadcasters need the flexibility
that is built into the current system. It is this flexibility that allows us to provide
programming that best serves the public interest.
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Broadcast Localism Proceeding
MB Docket No. 04-233

Re:

Dear Ms. Dortch;

Station WYUM-FM has been serving our Mount Vemen, GA community,for nearly 10 years. In that
time, the Station has devoted countless resources to serving our local community. Our Station participates in
our community, and understands the needs of our community, not because of government mandates but
because the Station cares about our commUnity and serving the public interest I write today to object to the
burdensome and unnecessmy proposals contained in the Commission's Broadcast Localism proceeding. Each
ofthe proposals in the proceeding are addressed separatelybelow.

March 19,2008

Communications Between Licensees and Their Communities

More than 25 years ago, the FCC abandoned its misguided "ascertainment" requirements, when it
correctly concluded that market forces, ratIier than government mandates, may be relied upon to ensure that
broadcasters air programming that is responsive to the needs and interests oftheir communities. Nothing has
changed in those 25 years that should make the FCC reach a different conclusion now. If anything,
broadcasters today :fuce fur more competition, from satellite radio and TV, cable, the Internet, and iPods, to
such an extent that market forces virtually ensure that broadcasters air responsive programming. We mow full
well how important it is to address the needs and interests of the people in our communities. Ifwe don't
address those needs and interests, we know that market forces will drive listeners and viewers elsewhere.
Govemment mandates will not change that equation, except to make it fur more difficult and expensive to be a
good broadcaster.

Accordingly, this Station opposes any reinstatement of the formal ascertainment process or the
mandatory creation of advisory boards. The :quarterly issueslPl'9gratnS list requirement, coupled with
C~~ion review as ~ecessary- an~ .}l~liG :wput at renewal 'ti!tt'C,1ias wo!!'ed ad_equately over the past 25
years:-metotebiiftJ lle1iefits,1f..an.y,oft1i~e·;UntiJndedIDandafu.ry proposals ate severely outweighed by the
costs involVed. Instead, broadCasters shouldibe given the flexibility, in their important role as stewards ofthe
broadcast airwaves, to communicate with their communities in a manner that best suits the station and the
community.

9,8Q Goidies97AM 101.7 FM
Today's:.Qhoice Good Time Oldies Sweet Onion Country

"wrCQ WOP WYUM

"GEORGIA ASSOCIATION OF BROADCASTERS AWARDS WINNER"

Marlene H. Dortch, Esq., Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 Twelfth Street, SW
'Washington, DC 20554



Remote Station Operation

For many years, broadcasters have been afforded the flexibility to operate without
station personnel present at or near transmission facilities. This has been particularly
important in emergency situations, where broadcaster resources may need to be devoted
elsewhere. This Station opposes any efforts to remove the flexibility that the Commission
has wisely provided to broadcasters. Many broadcasters simply cannot afford to stafftheir
facility during all hours ofoperation and may be forced to shut down, which would be an
extreme disservice to the public. Other broadcasters have invested thousands ofdollars in
technology to be sure we are immediately notified ofanyon-air problems. We don't
believe the Commission should nullify those investments and require us to make even
more expenditures for unneeded personnel

Main Studio Rule

Similarly, this Station opposes any restrictions to the main studio rule. For many
years, stations have been given the choice as to where to locate their main studio in the
communities they serve. Due to variations in topography, and in order to address the needs
of the various communities they serve, broadcasters have been able to rely on the flexible
approach the FCC has adopted. No changes to this flexible approach are necessary or
warranted.

Voice-Tracking and National Playlists

This Station opposes any Commission regulation that would restrict the practice of
voice-tracking. Voice-tracking can be a useful tool for smaller broadcasters to bring popular
non-local talent to the local airwaves, as a benefit to their communities. Any restriction on
this ability would be a disservice to the public, and any disclosure requirements potentially
would infringe the First Amendment rights ofbroadcasters. Similarly, station playlists are
a matter of licensees' discretion, and are tailored to serve the tastes ofthe communities they
serve. The Commission is prohibited by statute from regulating the content of broadcast
material, and should not encroach on the editorial freedoms broadcasters enjoy under the
First Amendment.

License Renewal Procedures

Finally, the Commission has proposed the adoption of quotas for local
programming. Such a proposal raises serious First Amendment concerns for broadcasters.
Therefore, this Station opposes any government mandates in the form of quotas or specific
minimum hours of local programming. Broadcasters who work and live in their local
communities, and who inherently know the needs and interests their communities, are in the
best position to determine how best to provide responsive programming, including local
programming, and to allocate their resources accordingly. Broadcasters need the flexibility
that is built into the current system. It is this flexibility that allows us to provide
programming that best serves the public interest.
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P.O. Box 8086. Savannah, Georgia 31412. (912)234-1111

Marlene H. Dortch, Esq., Secretary March 20,2008
Federal Communications Commission
445 Twelfth Street, SW
Washington, DC 20554

Re: Broadcast Localism Proceeding MB Docket No. 04-233

Dear Ms. Dortch:

Received & Inspected

r':I;~ 26 200a
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WTOC-TV h~s been operating in the Savannah, GA community and DMA for jllst over 54-years now.
In that time, the Station has devoted countless resourdes to serving our local community. WTOC
participates in our community, and understands the needs ofour community, not because
ofgovernment mandates, but because we cares about our community and serving the public interest.

I write today to object to the burdensome and unnecessary proposals contained in the
Commission's Broadcast Localism proceeding. Each ofthe proposals in
the proceeding are addressed separately below:

" ,r I .'. .- •••• " -. , ~ ~ , :" t : ,: ..} :. i . . 'oJ. I " •

Communications ,Between Licensees and Their. Communities .
_~. • \ ~. I'.'" -'~ '.. ,. : • J " A _.~,
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ensure, t~ft.~ibroa~9fi\$ter.~' a;r programming that is responsive to the needs d interests oftheir
communities. Nothing has changed in those 25 years that should make th FCC reach a different
conclusion now. , '
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If.anything, broa,dcasters today face far mor~ c9D;1petition, frqm sat~llite radio and TV, cabI~, .the .
Internet, and ij'9ds~ ~q sl;lcl.t, ,an exteAt that mark~t f.o~pes. v~aJlY ensure tha~ broadcasters, air re~pot;1sive
programming. We.1qlQw full well how important it is to address the needs and interests ofthe people in
our communiti~~ ...,lf1"e don't address those needs and interests, we know that market forces will
drive listeners and viewers elsewhere. Government mandates will not change that equation, except to
make it far more diffioult and expensive to be a good broadcaster.

Accordingly, WTOC opposes any reinstatement ofthe formal ascertainment process or the mandatory
creation ofadvisory b.oarqs.. The quarterly .is~ues/programs list requirement, coupled with Commission
review aI:!,neces~~ ~P public input at renewal time, has wo!ked adequately over the past 25 years.
The potential ,benefi~, if at;J.y, of these unfunded m~datory. proposals, ar~ severely, outwejghed by, the
costs involved. ·lnsteag, broadc~sters sh9.1;1I~ be. give!! the flexibility, in th¥ir import~t 'rol~,as I3tewards
ofthe broadcast airwaves, to communicate with their communities in a manner that lJest suits the station
and the community.

;'" .~(;:~j'Ur;,.,~~I"'.' ", ~,~

Remote Station Operation. . . ~ , , .' . "
.. -.:. • _. ~ • • '. • ' ~. • • I ~.
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present at or near transmIssIon faCIlitIes. ThIS has been partIcularly nnportant 11l emergency
si.tu.ati,Qns~:vv!J.ere·br9~dc.~~ter-r~s.9ur~es ..~ay.~~.~~~~to.;~~.~eYRj~d elsewhere. WTOC opposes any efforts
to remove the flexibility that the Commission has'wisely provided to broadcasters. Many broadcasters
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..
simply cannot afford to stafftheir facility during all hours ofoperation and may be forced to shut down,
which would be an extreme disservice to the public. Other broadcasters have invested thousands of
dollars in technology to be sure we are immediately notified ofanyon-air problems. We don't believe
the Commission should nullify those investments and require us to make even more expenditures for
unneeded personnel

Main Studio Rule

Similarly, WTOC opposes any restrictions to the ~ain studio rule. For many years, stations have been
given the choice as to where to lo.cate theirmaip studio in the communities they serve. Due to
variations in topography, and in orde.r to address the needs of the various communities they serve,
bFoadcasters have b~eh able to relY' on the ::61~xible approach the FCC has adopted. No changes to this
flexi~le apprqach ,ate rrecessary or warranted.

License Renewal Procedures

Finally, the Commission has proposed the adoption ofquotas for local programming. Such a proposal
raises serious First Amendment concerns for broadcasters. Therefore, WTOC opposes any government
maqdates in the fon,n of quotas~orspecific minimum hours of local programming. Broadcasters who
wonk and live:in their local communities, and who inherently know the needs and interests their
communities, are in the best position to determine how best to provide responsive programming,
including local programming, and to allocate their resources accordingly. Broadcasters need the
fleJribiHty that is built into the current system. It is this flexibility that allows us to provide programming
that' best serves the public interest.

illiam L. Cathcart
VP & General Manager
WTOC-TV
Savannah, Georgia
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f submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (tfe3Ce;vcd &. Inspecte
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, polici~s or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of MAR 262008
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enactedr would do so - and must not be adopted. Fe(' t,. .

I. ,_.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment. complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than 'allowililg· incompatible;Viewpoints to shape~their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits goverr:lment, including the IffCc, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC mustnot tum every radio station tnto a public forum where anyone and everyone has
. rights to air time. Proposed public access r~quirem~nts would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not (orce revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of;programming, especially religious p~ogramming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
prqposals to foree liep.orting,on sl:lGh thiAgs as Who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutjanaU~-protected editorial el:1oices.

(4) The. FCC must not ~stablish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from .:outil'[e renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
r~~i.e~~Qf:.Ge.rt.~in ...Q'i'lsses of applicants by the· Cammissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
r~li~i9us blioaf,lcasters. Th~se ,*1:10 stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
cOIT!3Spand to.\their beliefs eould face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5)_ . I .Many Christian broadcasters opercate,on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stati,ons. -Keepi.ng the"Cele~tricitY"f1owing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
$,qu~eze. niche and small~r market broadcasters, by s.ubstantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
.staff,;presence·wt.lenever a station is on the ail' and, .(b) by further restricting main studio loeation choices.
R~lsi/'Jg costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
'pl:I~nc interest.' '

We urge the FCC not to adopt rl:ll procedures or policies discussed above.
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March 19, 2008

Marlene H. Dortch, Esq., Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 Twelfth Street, SW
Washington, DC 20554

Re: Broadcast Localism Proceeding
MB DocketNo. 04-233

Dear Ms. Dortch:

Receiveo & \nspected

t1AR 261.003

FCC MJ.il ~ioom

Station WVOP-AM has been operating in our Vidalia, GA community for more than 60 years. In that
time, the Station has devoted countless resources to serving our local community. Our Station participates in
our community, and understands the needs of our community, not because of government mandates but
because the Station cares about our community and serving the public interest I write today to object to the
burdensome and unnecessary proposals contained-in the Commission's Broadcast Localism proceeding. Each
ofthe proposals in the proceeding are addressed separatelybelow.

Communications Between Licensees and Their Communities

More than 25 years ago, the FCC abandoned its misguided "ascertainment" requirements, when it
correctly concluded that market forces, rather than government mandates, may be relied upon to ensure that
broadcasters air programming that is responsive to the needs and interests oftheir communities. Nothing has
changed in those 25 years that should make the FCC reach a different conclusion now. If anything,
broadcasters today face far more competition, from satellite mdio and TV, cable, the Internet, and iPods, to
such an extent that market forces virtually ensure that broadcasters air responsive programming. We know full
well how important it is to address the needs. and interests of the people in our communities. If we don't
address those needs and interests, we know that market forces will drive listeners and viewers elsewhere.
Government mandates will not change that equation, e:xcept to make it :fur more difficult and expensive to be a
good broadcaster.

Accordingly, this Station opposes any reinstatement 9f the fonnal ascertainment process or the
mandatory creation of advisory boards. The quarterly issueslprpgrams list requirement, coupled with
Commission review as n,ecessary and publie-iJ)put at :(ertewal time,ihas wo:rked adequately over the past 25
years: Th~Ofef1tiw'~lrelfefits, ifany, Qf'tb,e~~~1led-IQandafo.ty(proposals are severely outweighed by the
costs involv.e~. Instead, broadcasterSshould'be given the llextoiliW, in their important role as stewards of the
broadcast airwaves, to communicate with their communities in a manner that best suits the station and the
community.

98Q Gdidies97AM 101.7 FM
Today', Choice Good Time Oldies Sweet Onion Country
~CQWYOP ~M
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Remote Station Operation

For many years, broadcasters have been afforded the flexibility to operate without
station personnel present at or near transmission facilities. This has been particularly
important in emergency situations, where broadcaster resources may need to be devoted
elsewhere. This Station opposes any efforts to remove the flexibility that the Commission
has wisely provided to broadcasters. Many broadcasters simply cannot afford to stafftheir
facility during all hours ofoperation and may be forced to shut down, which would be an
extreme disservice to the public. Other broadcasters have invested thousands ofdollars in
technology to be sure we are immediately notified ofanyon-air problems. We don't
believe the Commission should nullify those investments and require us to make even
more expenditures for unneeded personnel

MainStudio Rule

Similarly, this Station opposes any restrictions to the main studio rule. For many
years, stations have been given the choice as to where to locate their main studio in the
communities they serve. Due to variations in topography, and in order to address the needs
of the various communities they serve, broadcasters have been able to rely on the flexible
approach the FCC has adopted No changes to this flexible approach are necessary or
warranted.

Voice-Tracking and National Playlists

This Station opposes any Commission regulation that would restrict the practice of
voice-tracking. Voice-tracking can be a useful tool for smaller broadcasters to bring popular
non-local talent to the local airwaves, as a benefit to their communities. Any restriction on
this ability would be a disservice to the public, and any disclosure requirements potentially
would infringe the First Amendment rights ofbroadcasters. Similarly, station playlists are
a matter of licensees' discretion, and are tailored to serve the tastes of the communities they
serve. The Commission is prohibited by statute from regulating the content of broadcast
material, and should not encroach on the editorial freedoms broadcasters enjoy under the
First Amendment.

License Renewal Procedures

Finally, the Commission has proposed the adoption of quotas for local
programming. Such a proposal raises serious First Amendment concerns for broadcasters.
Therefore, this Station opposes any government mandates in the form. of quotas or specific
minimum hours of local programming. Broadcasters who work and live in their local
communities, and who inherently know the needs and interests their communities, are in the
best position to determine how best to provide responsive programming, including local
programming, and to allocate their resources accordingly. Broadcasters need the flexibility
that is built into the current system. It is this flexibility that allows us to provide
programming that best serves the public interest.
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General Manager
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Comments In Response to localism Notice of Proposed Ru'emaking Fie ' ' ,
MS Docket No. 04-233 eMail RoOm

I submit the folloWing comments itt reSponse to the localism Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking (the -NPRM-), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.:. '\

Any new'FGC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A
number of proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take~,~ from •
people who do no~share their values. The NPRM's' proposed advisory board proposals·INC?uld.
impose such'uneoilstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resi;;t a,dvice from tilqse
who don't share'their values could face increased harassment, complaints ~nd even loss of
license for choosing to follOw their own consciences, rather than allowing inq>mPJatible viewpoints
to shape their programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC,
from dictating what viewpoints a' broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must pr.ese~t.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum.where aOYl)ne an~ :everyone
has rights to air time~',Proposed public access requirements would do so -~Yen,ifa re!igious ::;
broadcaster conscientiously bbjects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imPQSition of ~

message delivery mandates on any religion. . . i-" ,

(3) The FCC must not forte reve1ation of specific editorial decision-making,information..i The
choice of programming, especially religious programming, is not properlyd~ by a~y:

government agency - and proposals to force reporting on such things as who prodl,Jced·what
programs would intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.' , "

1 •

'1) ,

"(. 't ...

(4) The FCC mustnot establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain I~f!seeswould be ~":;l' ','

automatically barred from 'routine renewal application processing. The proposed rnandato'Y_ I.,. . ..:
sial renewal review of certain classes of applicants by the COmmissioners ,themselves'would-' >... - '

fl.'..-' ,. . .. Jf ~ .

amoont to coerolcnof religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and ~ '.')'~

present only the messages they correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive -and' /1£' ,r . .,
po~ntially ruinous renewal proceedings.

, ,- - , '.. ,
'\' .

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight bUdgets, as"do many smaller market secUlar, ..
stations. Keeping-the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to r' '
further squeeze niche and smallermarket broadcasters, by substantially rai~lng costs in two ways: ..... " "
(a) by reqUiring staff preSence wh~evera station is on the air and, (b) by-further:~trictingmain'--- ­
studio locatio,n choices:, :Raising costs with tttese proposals woLild force service, cutbacks - and
curtailed service is contra}y to the public interest.

::;.' 1 ~ ~. t_'" \ •

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed abOve.
~ -
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